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" Do you suggest that the Assembly should pass a bill
outlawing the Communist Party ? "
" Oh no," Grey Suit retorted quickly. " That would be
foolish and short-sighted. What I'd like to see, would be
a law to make it an offence to advocate any system which
would limit the rights of ordinary citizens to have a say in
the election of the government."
We broke off the discussion to listen to a lively passage
by the Deputy Premier; and my thoughts ran off along
the lines that Grey Suit had laid down. It struck me that
the definition of a bill of the type he had suggested, would
be a far stiffer proposition for India than for the older
followers of the Western democratic principles. At home
we could make the preaching of Communism or Fascism,
or any other similar " ism/' illegal very simply, if we
wished to do so. All that would be necessary would be
to declare it illegal to advocate a one-party system of
government. That would do the trick. India cannot take
that way out. She has one-party rule, and to judge by the
attitude of the members during the day's debate, she is
likely to go on with a single-party government for some
considerable time to come.
By the nature of things, debates in the Central Legislative
Assembly are not very stirring occasions. The body has
a little too much the air of an ordinary debating society,
or a mutual admiration society, for its exchanges to
contain any of the parry and thrust inseparable from the
conduct of public affairs in a country where there is a
lively Opposition as well as a Government party. A
minority of the Delhi Assembly members are at times of
a critical turn of mind; but their criticisms are not based
upon a fundamentally different outlook on the entire
problem, as is the case, for example, in the British House
of Commons. Criticism in the Indian Assembly springs
mainly from personal idiosyncrasies, or from a parochial
outlook.